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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Deaton 
(US 3,718,982). The claims are reasonably and broadly construed, in light of the 
accompanying specification, to be disclosed by Deaton as comprising: 

a door 36; 

a lint filter 82 including a filter housing 88 installed at a rear of the door and a 
filter main body 90 inserted into the filter housing; and 

at least one securing member 92 for securing the filter main body to the filter 
housing. Deaton also discloses the claimed guide rail formed therein for guiding the 
filter main body therein as shown in figure 2, wherein the securing member is 
formed at a bottom portion of the guide rail as shown in figure 3, wherein the securing 
member is formed perpendicularly to the guide rail as shown in figure 1 , wherein the 
securing member includes a convexing portion convexing from one end for contacting a 
periphery of the filter main body, and a supporting protrusion for supporting the 
convexing portion and wherein the convexing portion has a predetermined elasticity as 
shown in figure 3, wherein the filter main body is pressed firmly by the securing member 
against a rear of the filter housing at column 3 lines 5-41, wherein the convexing portion 
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convexes towards the supporting protrusion wlien tine filter main body is inserted 
into the filter housing, and the convexing portion readopts an original shape 
when the filter main body is pulled out from the filter housing as shown in figure 3, 
wherein the convexing portion has a deformation degree limited by the supporting 
protrusion as shown in figure 2. 

Claims 10-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Fox 
(US 3,648,381). The claims are reasonably and broadly construed, in light of the 
accompanying specification, to be disclosed by Fox as comprising: 

a door 40; 

a filter main body 54 including a mesh 76 and a frame 56 on an outer periphery 
of the wire mesh; and 

a filter housing 64 disposed at a rear of the door, and having a guide rail for 
guiding an insertion 70 of the filter main body and a pressing member 66 protruding at a 
right angle to the guide rail. Fox also discloses the claimed frame pressed 
firmly against a rear of the filter housing by the pressing member when inserted 
therein as shown in figure 3, wherein the guide rail guides each 
side of the frame as shown in figure 2, wherein the filter main body 
inserts into the filter housing from a top or a side as shown in figure 1 , wherein the 
frame has a handle 58 on an upper portion thereof for a user to grasp, wherein the 
pressing member protrudes in a direction so that the pressing member presses the filter 
main body against a rear of the filter housing as shown in figure 3. 
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Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g.. In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c) or 1 .321 (d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 

Claims 1-15 are provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-4 of copending 
Application No. 11/938,949. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are 
not patentably distinct from each other because it would have been an obvious matter of 
design choice to provide the lint filter to the copending application since both inventions 
perform the functions as claimed regardless of the lint filter. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the 
conflicting claims have not in fact been patented. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stephen Gravini whose telephone number is 571 272 
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4875. The examiner can normally be reached on normal weekday business hours (east 
coast time). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Steven B. McAllister can be reached on 571 272 6785. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Stephen Gravini/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3749 



